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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the applicaton to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 24 April 2001 . 
2a)^ Tliis action is FINAL. 2b)n Tliis action is non-final. 

3) n Since tliis application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 7-38 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-38 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)n The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing{s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomi PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) D Notice of Draflsperson*s Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Infonnation Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Infonmal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./l\/lail Date 14 



# 



Application/Control Number: 09/769,004 
Art Unit: 2172 



Page 2 



DETAILED ACTION 



1. Claims 1-17-18 are amended, claims 19-38 are newly added In the amendment 
filed on 04/12/04. Claims 1-38 are pending in this application. 



2. Applicant's arguments filed 04/12/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The applicant also argues "Reber fails to teach or suggest at least using said 
selected file locator for identifying a first dependent file and identifying one or more 
other files on which first file is dependent." 

The examiner disagrees with the above argument. Reber suggests "at any time 
after the system is initialized the MFM has an internal abbreviation (i.e., a log or set of 
records) of all the media that is known to be accessible to it, and where and how that 
material may be retrieved. The internal abbreviation is contained in the media database 
built by the MFM. When a client of the MFM requests infomiation or access to actual 
media, MFM uses its internal abbreviation of the media available to determine a media 
source that will serve as a satisfactory response to the client request." The log or a set 
of records based on these abbreviation the media files are being retrieved which 
corresponding to claim limitation wherein the dependent files are the retrieved file and 
the log or set of records are file identifier which the dependent files depended on. 

Claims 2-9 are rejected the same reason as claim 1 . 



Response to Arguments 
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The applicant also argues "Reber fails to disclose or suggest at least a plurality of 
file locators each associated with a respective data stored in said database and 
arranged to identify a first data dependent file In said associated data store and one or 
more other file in said database on which said first dependent." 

The examiner respectfully disagrees with the above argument. The discussion 
have been addressed above wherein the file locators are the a log or set of records 
which allow the retrieval of all media which the media belonged to. 

Please see discussion for claim 1 7-1 8. 

All other dependent claims are rejected under the same reason. 




Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

3. Claims 1 , 3-4, 6. 8, 10-12, 14 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Reber et al. (6,061 ,758). 

Regarding on claims 1 and 10, Reber teaches a method of operating a computer 
system to validate the data stored in a plurality of data files in a database each of said 
data files having an associated file type and being arranged in a plurality of data stored 
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in said database, wherein at least one of said data files is a data dependent file 
containing data dependent data in one or more other files of said data store, said 
method comprising the step of: 

Selecting a file locator which is associated with a respective one data store in 
said data store in said data base (col. 5, lines 44-47); 

Using said selected file locator (a source identifier or "id") identifying a first 
dependent file and identifying locator identifying a first dependent file and identifying 
one or more other files (linked list) on which said first file is dependent (col. 5, lines 52- 
56); 

For each identified file, selecting a first file reader associated with the file type 
(type of media or audio) of the identified file (col. 5, lines 48-49); 

using each said selected first file reader, determining a predetermined parameter 
of said identified file (col. 6, lines 28-32); 

Comparing the predetermined parameter from the first file with that from the or 
each other file (col. 5, lines 20-35); and 

Responsive to said comparison step, providing an output signal for each data file 
indicating whether the data file is valid (col. 5, lines 35-42). 

Reber does not explicitly teach the dependent file. However, Reber teaches, 
"this specific source request is unique and the system works on the concept that 
identifiers exist that separately identify any source medium" (col. 4, lines 42-45). In 
addition, Reber also teaches, "this identifier represents the dynamic link or binding of a 
client's need for media and the actual source of media to be used" (col. 4, lines 57-60). 
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This teaches dependent file Is the data depended on the identifier. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the tinne of the invention was made 
to modify media data that depending on the Identifier as taught in Reber in order to 
allow the user to search for the depend data based on the Identification. 

Regarding on claims 3, 20 and 28, Reber teaches for each data storage 
generating a list therein containing an entry for each first dependent file in the data 
store, said entry Including a first record having details of the first dependent file (col. 5, 
lines 53-56). 

Regarding on claims 4, 21 and 29, Reber teaches each entry in said list further 
includes a further record for each other identified file upon which the dependent file 
depends (col. 5, lines 53-56). 

Regarding on claims 6, 23, 14 and 31, Reber teaches the predetermined 
parameter comprises the date on which the data file was last modified (col. 5, lines 28- 
32). 

Regarding on claims 8, 25 and 33, Reber teach identifying every said first 
dependent file in said data storage (col. 5, lines 25-30). 

Regarding on claim 1 1 , Reber teaches in each data store, at least one file which 
can be located and which contains dependency information which enables dependent 
files and said other files (file list) in the data stored to be Identified (col. 5, lines 52-54); 
and 
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Means provided to locate said located file (col. 5, lines 56-57). 

Regarding on claim 12, Reber teaches a file reader associated with the located 
file which is adapted to provide a list in the data store (file list) (col. 5, lines 52-54), said 
list having an entry for each dependent file having details contained in the located file 
and including a record in said entry for said dependent file together with a further record 
for each other file upon which the dependent file depends (col. 5, lines 56-63). 

Regarding on claims 35-38, Reber teaches each of the plurality of data stores is 
of a different type and wherein the step of selecting a file locator further comprises: 
selecting a different file locator for each store of a different type (col. 4, lines 65-67). 

Claim 1 7 is rejected same reason as to claim 1 , in addition Reber also teaches, 
computer program code means, when said program is loaded to make the computer 
perform a method to validate data stored in a plurality of data files in a database each of 
said data files having an associated file type and being arranged in a plurality of data 
stores in said database, wherein at least one of said data files is a data dependent file 
containing data dependent on data one or more other files of said data store (col. 4, 
lines 46-55). 

Claim 18 is rejected same reason as to claims 1 and 17. 
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4. Claims 7, 1 5, 24 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Reber et al. (6,061,758) in view of Gossetal. (US. Patent No. 
4,667,290). 

Regarding on claims 7, 15, 24 and 32, Reber discloses the claimed subject 
matter except the claimed predetermined parameter is a UNIX time data stamp. 
However, Goss teaches, "field 3 and 4 each contain 4-byte long integers which are time 
stamp In UNIX system format. The first time stamp is the file creation data, the second 
Is the date of last modification" (col. 12, lines 39-42). This teaches the time stamp is the 
UNIX time stamp. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention was made to modify Reber to include time stamp of Goss in 
order allow the file in the UNIX file system to be validated before processing it. 

5. Claims 9, 26 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Reber et al. (6,061 ,758) and in view of Nelson et al. (US. Patent No. 5,778,390). 

Regarding on claims 9, 26 and 34, Reber discloses the claimed subject matter, 
as discussed above, except the claimed data store is a data base library. However, 
Nelson teaches, "file management system 20 is operable to manage the database files 
19 and 23 in the test environments 22 and 24. More specifically, file management 
system 20 may act as a library, allowing database files to be checked out, edited and 
checked in" (col. 4, lines 1-5). This teaches the database is the storage area to store 
and allow to check in and out. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify the system of Reber to 




Application/Control Number: 09/769,004 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2172 

include the data stored in the library as taught by Nelson in order to allow the file to be 
check out, edit and check in after requested for processing. 



6. Claims 2, 5, 13, 19, 22, 27 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Reber et al. (US. Patent No. 6,061,758) in view of Larson etal. 
(US. Patent No, 6.369,709). 

Regarding on claims 5,13, 22 and 30, Reber discloses the claimed subject 
matter, as discussed above, except the claimed selecting the file locator from a file 
locator means which contains a plurality of file locators except for selecting a file reader 
from file reader means which contain a plurality of file readers. However, Larson 
teaches, "the microprocessor 60 determines whether the library patron identified by the 
bar code on the library card read by the reader 18 has previously been determined to be 
block patron" (col. 11, lines 42-45). This teaches the reader 18 is selected to be the 
reader. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention was made to modify system of Reber to include reader to read the 
barcode as taught by Larson in order to allow the system to validate if the file is valid for 
processing. 

Regarding on claims 2, 19 and 27, Reber teaches locating, via said file locator, 
files which contain dependency information; for each located file, selecting a second file 
reader associated with the file type of the located file. However, Reber does not 
explicitly second file reader identifying said first dependent file and each other file on 
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which the first file depends. On the other hand, Larson teaches, "the microprocessor 60 
determines whether the library patron identified by the bar code on the library card read 
by the reader 18 has previously been determined to be block patron" (col. 1 1 , lines 42- 
45). This teaches there is more than one reader 18 in the library to read the library 
card. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the system of Reber to include more than one reader 
18 in order to allow the system to read other data type in order to provide the validation 
for the file to be processed. 



7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Conclusion 
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Contact Information 



8. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner should be directed to Baoquoc N. To whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
1949 or via e-mail BaoquocN.To@uspto.gov. The examiner can normally be reached 
on Monday-Friday: 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene can be reached at (703) 305-9790. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



The fax numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are as follow: 

(703) 872-9306 [Official Communication] 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 
Crystal Park II 
2121 Crystal Drive 
Arlington, VA 22202 

Fourth Floor (Receptionist). -==A77^ — 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



Washington, D.C. 20231. 



Baoquoc N. To 
June 23. 2004 




